Supplementary Table 1 - Description of 204 included meta-analyses
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Author Year Cancer site N
r s (HNLR/LNLR) HR Lower Upper HR Lower  Upper HR Lower Upper Lower Upper
metric Limit Limit Limit  Limit Limit Limit Limit Limit
Jiang T (1) 2018 NLR Advanced Cancer with 0s 14 2918 1.45 1.35 1.55 202 161 253 229 186 2.82 0.88 464
Anti-VEGFR - : : : : : : : : . :
Jiang T (1) 2018 NLR Advanced Cancer os 23 4355 1.51 1.41 1.61 1.95 1.67 2.29 2.29 1.86 2.82 1.03 3.71
(Immunotherapy)
Jiang T (1) 2018 NLR Advanced Cancer PFS 16 2318 1.25 1.19 1.31 1.78 1.47 2.15 1.54 1.17 2.04 0.9 3.54
(Immunotherapy)
Mei Z (2) 2017 NLR All Cancers 0s 65 18262° 1.1 1.08 1.12 168 156 1.82 08 0.55 1.16 1.04 2.72
Mei Z (2) 2017 NLR All Cancers PFS 23 5607 1.25 1.21 1.3 163 143 1.86 1.73 1.42 1.88 0.94 2.81
Shen M (3) 2014 IN All Cancers os 16 3335 1.46 1.32 16 166  1.37 2.02 1.16 0.98 1.38 0.81 34
Shen M (3) 2014 IN All Cancers css 2 437 3.36 2.08 5.41 336 2.08 5.41 3.3 1.43 6.83 NA NA
Parama(‘z)a“ha” A o014 NLR All Cancers DFS 20 13065 1.29 1.28 1.31 211 171 26 12 1.18 1.22 0.81 5.47
Shen M (3) 2014 PN All Cancers os 2 535 1.26 0.97 1.63 166 064 432 1.06 0.79 1.41 NA NA
Shen M (3) 2014 SN All Cancers os 2 535 1.07 0.84 1.35 1.1 0.76 1.6 0.93 0.69 1.25 NA NA
Dolan R (5) 2017 NLR All Cancers Operable 0s 120 68603 147 1.16 118 166 155 177 1.23 1 15 0.97 2.84
(18667/49936) : : : : : : : : . :
Dolan R (5) 2017 NLR All Cancers Operable css 41 21175 1.06 1.05 1.08 15 135 1.67 100 094 1.26 0.87 258
(4617/16558) : : : : : : : : : . :
Tang H (6) 2017 NLR Biliary Tract 0s 14 3217 (1295M1710)"  1.49 1.36 1.63 152 136 17 1.26 1.06 15 1.19 1.93
Tang H (6) 2017 NLR Biliary Tract RFS 5 637 (303/244) 1.39 1.19 1.62 1.41 1.19 1.68 1.25 0.92 1.7 0.97 2,07
Hu G (7) 2019 NLR Bladder os 18 11945 1.07 1.05 1.09 137 118 1.6 1.10 1.00 1.20 0.78 243
Wu'S (8) 2018 NLR Bladder RFS 9 8075 1.31 1.23 1.39 152 129 1.79 1.2 1.1 1.3 0.93 248
Wu'S (8) 2018 NLR Bladder (Metastasis) os 4 862 1.64 1.38 1.94 164 138 1.94 1.74 1.32 2.29 1.13 2.38
Hu G (7) 2019 NLR Bladder (Radical 0s 4 447 1.06 1.00 112 107 098 1.16 102 094 1.10 0.80 1.41
Cystectomy and NAC)
Hu G (7) 2019 NLR Bladder (Radical os 8 10363 1.06 1.03 1.08 113 1.05 1.23 1.10 1.00 1.20 0.92 1.40
Cystectomy)
Bladder (Urothelial
Suh J (9) 2019 NLR Transurethral PFS 4 1040 245 1.49 4.02 245 149 4.02 2.37 147 478 0.82 7.28
Resection)
Bladder (Urothelial
Suh J (9) 2019 NLR Transurethral RFS 5 1129 222 1.81 2.74 222 181 2.74 2.08 1.60 2.70 1.59 3.2
Resection)
. Bladder and Upper
Li X (10) 2017 NLR Urinary PFS 19 8182 1.48 1.34 1.63 168 144 1.95 1.05 0.87 1.26 1.07 262
. Bladder and Upper
Li X (10) 2017 NLR Urinary css 17 7645 1.34 1.25 1.43 162 139 1.89 1.07 0.87 1.31 0.99 2,66
Ethier JL (11) 2017 NLR Breast os 13 8015 2.14 1.83 25 254 1.96 33 1.63 1.07 2.48 1.2 33
Liu X (12) 2017 NLR Breast DFS 12 5523 1.05 1.01 1.1 1.65 1.3 2.1 15 1.14 1.97 0.83 3.27
Liu X (12) 2017 NLR Breast css 4 4186 147 1.02 1.34 203 1.08 3.82 1.09 0.94 1.26 0.14 29.25
Chen J (13) 2018 NLR Breast (Metastasis) os 2 858 2.81 212 371 2.81 2.12 3.71 2.7 1.19 6.16 NA NA
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(NA) Not Applicable, (HR), Hazard ratio, (NLR) Neutrophil to Lymphocyte Ratio, (IN) Intratumoural Neutrophils, (PN) Peritumoural
Neutrophils, (SN) Stromal Neutrophils, (OS) Overall Survival, (DFS) Disease-Free Survival, (PFS) Progression-Free Survival, (RFS)
Reoccurrence-Free Survival, (CSS) Cancer Specific Survival, (VEGFR) Vascular Endothelial Growth Factor Receptor, (PC) Palliative
Chemotherapy, (SBR) Surgical Bowel Resection, (SR) Surgical Resection, (CLM) Colorectal Liver Metastasis, (NS) Non-surgical,
(HCC) Hepatocellular Carcinoma, (ICC) Intrahepatic Cholangiocarcinoma, (RFA) Radiofrequency Ablation, (TACE) Trans-Arterial
Chemoembolization, (MPM) Malignant Pleural Mesothelioma, (NSCLC) Non-Small Cell Lung Cancer, (NHC), Neck and Head Cancer,
(CR) Castration Resistant, (TKI) Tyrosine Kinase Inhibitor. *All cancers are defined as a grouping of cancer diagnosis unrelated to
site, stage or treatment unless otherwise specified. +review reported incomplete data on sample size.
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